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r being the general diſcourſe and 
— expectation, that the whole body of 
Proteſant Diſſenters will apply to 
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eee, at the approaching ſeſ- 


ban, to be freed from all. incapa- 
cities of holding any civil office or 
employment, and to enjoy the ſame rights and 
privileges with the members of the Church of 
England; 1 cannot, I think, do my country a 
greater ſervice, and indeed the Proteſtant Diſſenters 
themſelves a more friendly office, than to exa- 
Mine, — What right they have to be put upon an 
equal foot with the members of the Eftabli/b'd 
Church, + 
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The arguments, ” which have been chi orgs 
to prove, that the Hiſſenters have this right, are 
drawn, either from the nature of liberty in general; 
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or from the particular qualifications of all Proteſtant. 


Diſßenters; that is, — That they have every qua- 
lification, requiſite or neceſſary, to intitle * to 
the ſame privileges and advantages with the mem- 
bers of the National Cburcb. N 
If both, or either of theſe, can be prov'd; then 
I agree with them, — That they are intitled to the 
ſame privileges with the members of the Efabliſd d 
Church. But if, on the contrary, it can be ſhewn, 
as I doubt not evidently to make it appear, — That 
the firſt way of reaſoning is abſurd, and the other 
not true; then I hope the Diſſenters will either 
not petition the legiſlature to have the laws in this 
caſe repeal'd; or not think themſelves injur'd, if 
the legiſlature ſhould judge it not fit and reaſonable 
to comply with their petition, 46s 
Every right or privilege, which men may, or 
can be ſuppoſed to be inveſted with in a ſtate of 


nature, before their entring into ſociety, may, or 
does, become ſubject to the laws, as ſoon as a formt 
of government is agreed upon, and eſtabliſh'd; ex- 
cept that one ſingle right of chooſing; that way 
or form of worſhip, which every man thinks moſt © 


acceptable to God. | 


But tho? the chooſing that way of worſhip, which 


every man thinks moſt acceptable to God, re- 
mains inviolable, as well after, as before men's en- 


tering into ſociety ; and no man ought'to be com- 


pelled to join in a form of worſhip, which he does 
not approve of; yet the laws may ſo far reſtrain 
any fect or party in the exerciſe of that worſhip, 
which they judge moſt acceptable to God, — That 
they ſhall not enjoy the liberty or privilege to aſ- 
ſemble together, and worſhip God in a publick 

manner; 


(7) 
manner; if the legiſlature ſhall judge ſuch a re- 
ſtraint or prohibition to be abſalutely neceſſary for 
their own ſafety and ſelf-defence: As will be proved 
at large in the following papers; and ſhewn, that 
the refuſing the free, open and undiſturb'd exer- 
ciſe of their religion to Papifts, can be juſtified up- 
on no other principle. 28 

This is ſo ſelf-evident, and abſolutely neceſſary 
to the very being and preſervation of govern- 
ment, that I am ſurpriſed every man ſhould not 
ſee and acknowledge the truth of it. At: 
3 And yet nothing is more common, than to hear 
men talk of natural rights, which ought not to be 
ſubject to any laws. 
11 is agreed, — That by nature, or in a ſtate of 
nature, all men are equal; no man's life or liberty, 
X (by which I underſtand freedom of his perſony 
or what goods he is poſſeſſed of, are or ought to 
be ſubje& to the controul or diſpoſal of any other 
"F beſides himſelf. . 
But, when once men have agreed to enter into 
ſociety, and to ſettle and eſtabliſh a form of 
government among themſelyes, to which every one 
X promiſes and engages to become ſubject and obedi- 
ent; it is maniteſt, and neceſſarily follows, that 
Life, Liberty and Property, and even the publick 
exerciſe of religion, muſt become ſubject to the laws; 
or, which is the ſame thing, to the wiſdom of thoſe, 
in whoſe hands it is agreed the whole power of 
governing, of making laws, and of the legiſlature, 
& ſhall be placed. Not abſolutely ſubje& to the will 
of the legiſlature, to be taken away or diſpoſed of 
at their pleaſure. But as no government can poſ- 
ſibly ſubſiſt, unleſs crimes committed againſt that 
government are puniſhed, and in ſome caſes with 
life it ſelf ; and unleſs the legiſlators have a power 


to tax the property of every man; hence it becomes 
. | ablolutely 
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abſolutely neceſſary, chat 2 rights or privi- 
teges, let them be calPd natural in ever fo int 
a ſenſe, muſt be ſubject to the laws. 


But . ſtill that ſingle right, which every man 
had in a ſtate of nature, of chooſing that way 
of worſhip, which he thinks moſt acceptable to 
God, and the not being compell'd to join in 
any other way of worſhip, remain inviolable. 
This the laws, as far as concerns every man's wor- 
ſhiping of God in private, have no power to li- 
mit or controul; and that, for this plain rea- 
ſon Becauſe government may ſubſilt and be 
carried on, without the exerciſe of any ſuch power 
over the conſciences of men; and indeed for a 
{ſtronger reaſon than this Becauſe this is that pri- 
vilege, and that alone, which no man can or 
ought to commit to the controul or difpaſal of any 
other perſon whatſoever. 

It Life, Liberty, Property, and even the publick 
exerciſe of religion, muſt of neceſſity become ſub- 
ject to the Jaws; it as neceſſarily follows, that 
every other right or privilege, which every man 
may claim, upon the principle of all men being 
equal, and which do not ſtrictly come under any 
of thoſe denominations, muſt be equally ſubject to 
the laws or wiſdom of the . * that for 
the ſame reaſon That they are the ſole and pro- 
per judges, what laws ought to be made for the 


ſecurity and proſperity of that government over 


which they preſide. 
Thus, for inſtance, government cannot be ad- 


miniſter'd or carried on, without creating ſeveral 


offices and employment. The queſtion, that ariſes 
here, is Who has a right to be admitted into 
theſe offices and employments ? To which the 
anſwer is very plain Every ſubject has that 
right, that is, every ſubject, Who will 1 | 

imſelf, 


1 

himſelf, or, to ſpeak more properly, is qualified, 
as the laws in that caſe direct and require. For, 
if the legiſlature have a power, delegated to them 
by the people, to erect what offices or employments 
they ſhall judge neceſſary for carrying on the ends 
of government; for the ſame reaſons, they muſt 
be entruſted to appoint what perſons, or in what 
manner qualified, ſhall be admitted into thoſe of- 
faces. / | PETS" 
This is not, properly ſpeaking, to deprive any 
man of his 8 admitted into thoſe offices, 
or to exclude any perſons; ſince all are at liberty 
to qualify themſelves : but whoeyer refuſes to qua- 
lify himſelf, that man excludes himſelf. 

But here the queſtion may be aſł d, — Suppoſing 
that ſomething inful is required of. perſons, in order 
to qualify themſelves; is not this to exclude per- 
ſons from being admitted into thoſe offices? Un- 
doubtedly it is ſo. But who is to judge whether 
any thing ſinful be required? the legiſlature, or the 
perſons, who are required to qualify themſelves ? 
If the laſt, the legiſlature muſt become ſubject to 
the people, and conſequently there is an end of all 
government. ; BS AED 3 
From this ſhort ſtate of the caſe, it demonſtrably 
appears, — How abſurd it is to argue and deter- 
mine from the principles of liberty in general, or 
from the _ and privileges, which men enjoy 
in a ſtate of nature ; what thoſe rights are, which 
men are entitled to, when they have voluntarily 
ſubmitted to become ſubjects under any form of 
government... 7 -.. Ap | 
Men may amuſe and deceive themſelves and 
others with natural rights ;, but there is no right, 
call it natural or legal, excepting that one right, 
Which every man has, of chooſing his own reli- 
gion, that is not ſubject to be limited and . 
R B y 
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abſolutely neceſſary, that theſe rights or privi- 
leges, let them be calꝰd natural in ever fo Knit 
a ſenſe, muſt be ſubject to the laws. 

But . ſtill that ſingle right, which every man 
had in a ſtate of nature, of chooſing that way 
of worſhip, which he thinks moſt acceptable to 
God, and the not being compelFd to join in 
any other way of worſhip, remain inviolable. 
This the laws, as far as concerns every man's wor- 
ſhiping of God in private, have no power to li- 
mit or controul z and that, for this plain rea- 
fon—— Becauſe government may ſubſiſt and be 
carried on, without the exerciſe of any ſuch 
over the conſciences of men; and indeed for a 
ftronger reafon than this Becauſe this is that pri- 
vilege, and that alone, which no man cas or 
ought to commit to the controul or difpaſal of any 
other perſon whatſoever. 

It Life, Liberty, Property, and even the publick 
exerciſe of religion, muſt of neceſſity became ſub- 
ject to the laws; it as neceſſarily follows, that 
every other right or privilege, which every man 
may claim, upon the principle of all men being 
equal, and which do not ſtrictly come under wy 
of thoſe denominafions, muſt be equally ſubject to 
the laws or wiſdom of the legiſlature, and that for 
the ſame reaſon —— That they are the ſole and pro- 
per judges, what laws ought to be made for the 
ſecurity and proſperity. of that government over 
which they preſide. 

Thus, for inſtance, government cannot be ad- 


miniſter'd or carried on, without creating ſeveral 


offices and employment. The queſtion, that ariſes 
here, is Who has a right to be admitted into 
theſe offices and employments ? To which the 
anſwer is very plain Every ſubject has that 
right, that is, eyery ſubject, who will * ray] q 

imſe 4 
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himſelf, or, to ſpeak more properly, is qualified, 


as the laws in that caſe direct and require. For, 
if the legiſlature have a power, delegated to them 
by the people, to erect what offices or employment: 
they ſhall judge neceſſary for carrying on the ends 
of government ; for the ſame reaſons, they muſt 
be entruſted to appoint what perſons, or in what 
manner qualified, ſhall be admitted into thoſe of- 
fices. | ET? 
This is not, properly ſpeaking, to deprive any 
man of his 9 admitted into thoſe offices, 
or to exclude any perſons; ſince all are at liberty 
to qualify themſelves : but whoeyer refuſes to qua- 
lify -himſelf, that man excludes himſelf. 

But here the queſtion may be aſk*d, Suppoſing 
that ſomething inful is required of perſons, in order 
to qualify themſelves ; is not this to exclude per- 
ſons from being admitted into thoſe offices? Un- 
doubtedly it is ſo. But who is to judge whether 
any thing ſinful be required? the legiſlature, or the 
perſons, who are required to qualify themſelves ? 
If the laſt, the legiſlature muſt become ſubject to 
the people, and conſequently there 1s an end of all 
government. — 115 1 

From this ſhort ſtate of the caſe, it demonſtrably 
appears, — How abſurd it, is to argue and deter- 
mine from the principles of liberty in general, or 
from the rights and privileges, which men enjoy 
in a ſtate of nature; what thoſe rights are, which 
men are entitled to, when they have voluntarily 
ſubmitted to become ſubjects under any form of 
government. : ũ 4 

Men may amuſe and deceive themſelves and 
others with natural rights ; but there is no right, 
call it natural or legal, excepting that one right, 
. Which every man has, of chooſing his own reli- 

gion, that is not ſubject to be limited and * 
5 Y 


WET AAS HE — 
- — % . . : — Sa . 


60 
by the laws of that government under which they 
live. 

In the next place, I am to enquire into the qua- 
lifications of Proteſtant Diſſenters, and whether it 
be true, — That they have every qualification re- 
quiſite, or neceſſary, to entitle them to the ſame pri · 


vileges and advantages with the members of the 


eſtabliſb d Church. 

It is ſaid, — ++ That the Diſſenters are as zea- 
« cflouſly attach d to the preſent Royal Family, as 
any ather body of his Majeſty's ſubjects; —— 


„ That they are ready to give all the proofs of 


« their allegiance, which the law requires; 
« and that it is a very great hardſhip, and no leſs 


tt than perſecution, that they ſhould be put up- 
„ on the ſame foot with thoſe men, who refuſe 


« to give any proof of their allegiance, and ſcruple 
„not to declare themſelves in the intereſt of a 
% Popiſh Pretender.“ 

It is ſufficient to anſwer to this, — That if the 
Diſſenters have not the fame qualifications with the 
members of the Eſtabliſbed Church, and which the 
law requires, they have not the. qualifications re- 


quiſite to entitle them to the ſame privileges with 


the members of that church. 
But tho* it be true, — That the Diſſenters 
„ give all the proofs of their allegiance which 


the law requires, and are as zealouſly attach'd 


6 to the preſent Royal Family as any members of 
« the 982 Church,” — ſo far, as to oppoſe 
the claims of a Papiſb Pretender; — yet it does by 
no means follow, that they are as real friends to 
the conſtitution, as the members of the Church 
of England. | 

For if it be true, as undoubtedly it is, — That 


the . conſtitution in church and ſtate are fo inter- 


woven, ſo incorporated the one into the other, that 
every 
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(fi); 
every attempt to ſubvert the conſtitution in dhe 


church, is an actual attack, or directly tends to 
weakeft and ſubvert che conſtitution! in the ' ſtare ; 


it cannot with any truth be affirmed, — That thoſe, 


who would willingly lay. hold on a' proper oppor- 
tunity to extirpate Epiſropacy, are, or can be as real 
and ſincere friends to Monarchy, and conſequently 
to the conſtitution in the ſtate, as thoſe, who are” 
zealous to continue and preſerve the conſtitution in 
the church, as ſettled ol eſtabliſhed” in chis na- 
tion. 

What has been fad, is, I Kind wßcient to 
ſhew, — That this plea of the Diſſenters, of their 
being qualified for, nd conſequently entitled to the 


1 ſame privileges with the members of the Eftablifh' 4 


Church, has no foundation of truth. 


In a word, it is not ſufficient to ſay,. ** That 
«© the Diſſenters are friends to the Proteſtant ſuc- 


* ceſſion in his Majeſty, and his royal iſſue:— 
«Phat they are utter enemies to a Popiſh Pre- 
« fender, and all his adherents z — and that they 


« equally, and as chearfully contribute to the ſup- 
port of the preſent government, as the members 
of the Eſtabliſh 'd Church? All this is very true; 


and yet it is as true, that they are not friends to the 
conſtitution in the church; and conſequently, as 
the conſtitution in church and ſtate muſt ſtand or 
fall together, they may, in ſome degree, and with 
great truth and juſtice, be pronounced enemies to 
the ſtate or civil government. 

Let the Diſſnters, or their advocates, complain 


as vehemently as they pleaſe of hardſhips and per- 


ſecutions; it is undeniable, even from their own 
confeſſion, that they ſuffer no hardſhips, but what 
they might avoid. For if the Church of England 


impoſes no /inful terms of comm̃union; if Diſſen- 
ters themſelves are forc'd to acknowledge this; 
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(12) 
what juſt cauſe can there be for their ſepara- 
tion? | 
Here is a religion ſet before them. They are 


earneſtly. exhorted to conform to it. They ac- 


knowledge, there is nothing ſinful in her commuyni- 
on ; nothing that can hinder or endanger any man's 


ſalvation. They refuſe to do this, and ſay, —- 


« Let us worſhip God in our own way.“ They 


are indulged, they are protected in it; and yet they 


complain, They are perſecuted,” For God's 
ſake, 1s there any ſenſe or reaſon in this complaint? 
Is there not too much reaſon to ſuſpe& there is 
ſomething more at the bottom ? Is not the great 
grievance, that there is any ſuch thing as a Na- 
tianal Church ? Have not ſome of their warmeſt 
advocates, particularly the writers in a weekly 
paper, call'd, The Old Whig, openly declared as 
much: 7 | yo 
And herein I will do theſe writers juſtice; that 
they are conſiſtent with themſelves. For whatever 
the Diſſenters mean by contending for a repeal of 
the Teſt-Act, or whether they ſee the conſequence 
or not, it is moſt evident, — That whoever con- 
tends for Diſſenters being admitted into Civil Offices, 
muſt, if he will be true to his principles, con- 
tend likewiſe, that there ought to be no National 
Church. 1 ; | | 
If indeed there were not, nor ought to be, any 
National Church; in that caſe it would be unde- 
niable, that Diſſenters would have a right to be 
admitted into all civil offices. The conſtitution 
would be then merely civil; and, as it could not 
be denied, that Difenters (as they are now call'd) 
would be equally friends to the whole conſtitution, 
as any other ſect of Proteſtants; ſo conſequently 
they would have the ſame right, as any other 
ſubjects, to be admitted into civil offices, gh 
| » 
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But, as the conſtitution of this kingdom naw 
ſtands, and religion, as well as the civil 2 of 
the ſubject is a part of it; and, as the religious 
part of it is ſo incorporated with the civil, that 
the preſervation of the one is abſolutely neceſſary 
to the preſervation of the other; it is an expreſs 
contradiction to ſay, — That Diſſenters have the 
ſame right to be admitted into offices of the civil 
part of the conſtitution, when it is not denied, that 
they are open avowed enemies to the religious part 
of it. | ' 

' Whoever, therefore will argue, — That Diſſenters 
have the ſame right, with thoſe who are members 
of the National Church, to be admitted into civit 
offices, muſt prove, that there ought to be no 
National Church ; for, till the conſtitution is alter- 
ed, or is ſuch that religion is no. part of it, thoſe 
who are members of the National Church, and the 
Diſſenters from that church, cannot be ſaid to be 
upon the ſame foot; and conſequently their right 
to civil offices cannot be the ſame ; becauſe Di/- 
ſenters being enemies to the religious 7 of the | 
conſtitution, and the preſervation of the religious 8 
part being abſolutely neceſſary to the preſervation | 
of the civil; - whilſt the religious part of the con- 
ſtitution ſubſiſts, they are not the ſame friends to 
the wwyole conſtitution, as the members of the Na- | 
tional Church, and conſequently, cannot have the | 
ſame right to be admitted into civil offices. ; | 

1 know but of one anſwer that can be made | 
to this, — “ That the body of Diffenters is ſo very 
* jnconſiderable, that ſuppoſing they were admit- 

ted into offices, and would, if it were in their | 

% power, ſubvert the religious part of the confti- | 
e tution; it is very weak and idle to ſuppoſe, 

te they would ever be able to eſſect it, or ſo much 
«. as to attempt it.“ | 


But 
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But this is not to  anſever the objection made to 


admitting Diſſenters into civil offices, or to prove 
their right; but plainly to acknowledge, that they 
have indeed no right, but that the admiſſion of them 
into civil offices can be attended with no ill con- 
ſequences z which is ſo far from being true, that 
the contrary might be made moſt evidently ap- 
pear, if the Diſſenters, or their advocates, are wil- 
ling to reſt their cauſe upon this iſſue. | 

I do indeed agree, — That the number of Di/-- 
ſenters are greatly leſſen'd within theſe few years, 
and I rejoice to fee it; becauſe, as I have the 
charity to believe, chat none of them conform to 
the National Church, but with a+ good conſcience; 


fo I am ſure nothing can ſo much ſtrengthen the 


Proteſtant cauſe in general, not only againſt Pa- 
piſts, but Infidels. Nothing can ſo much contri- 
bute to the peace and happineſs of this nation in 
particular, — as a firm union amongſt Proteſtants, 
which can never be, but by their uniting in one 
national religion. 

And if the decreaſe of ſects and 


ting none into civil offices, but ſuch as are mem- 
bers: of the National Church, — If the throwing 
down this boundary would be attended with the 
increaſe of ſects and diviſions in religion, with all 
that train of miſchiefs that neceſſarily attend it. 


If theſe things are true, this I am ſure is an anan- 


fwerable reaſon for admitting none into civil offices, 
but ſuch as are members of the National Church, ' 
. - But to return, — [If the Diſſenters, or their advo- 
cates, will maintain their right to be admitted into 
civil offices, equally with thoſe of the National 
Church, let them argue conſiſtently, and give a 
plain and direct anſwer to theſe few queſtions, 
| which 
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gion in this nation, be the happy — of admit- 
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19 (1) 
to Which fully explain and muſt determine this con- 
ove' ll troverly.. 3 bh 
"N Qught there to be an eſtabliſh'd National Church, 
em 1] or not? — Are not the Diſſenters oblig d by their 


on- principles, not only to deſire, that there were no 
hat Nationa! Church, but even to endeavour the ſubvere 
ap-' ſion of it, if it were in their power? — Can the 
iI. 1 preſent conſtitution in the ſtate be preſerved, if 


the religious part of it were deſtroyed ? — Con- 
1 : . 

ſequently, can thoſe perſons be ſaid to have any 
rs, right to, much leſs an equal right with, thoſe who 
are for preſerving both parts of the conſtitution, 
co offices in the tate, whoſe principles oblige them 
o wiſh and to endeavour the deſtruction of the 
he feligious part of the conſtitution, without the pre- 


wa | ervation of which it is morally impoſſible the civil 
i- part ſhould ſubſiſt? 5 « 

in Take away the National Church, let the con- 
9 ſtitution be merely civil. — Shew how this is poſſible 
ne or pratiicable,, and the civil part be preſerved; — 


WT co be admitted into all civil offices. 
EZ Thoſe advocates for the Diſenters, the writers 
in the Old Whig, have frankly declared againſt all 


* 
g National Churches; and they are conſiſtent with 
ie themſelves. But I am ſurpriz'd, how thoſe, who 


Th acknowledge that there ought to be a National 
X Church, and that the preſervation of the religious 
part of our conſtitution, is abſolutely neceſſary to 
the preſervation of the civil part, can argue, as the 
author of — A farther defence of the plain account 
ef the ſacrament — has done. The Teft-A# 
IF << (lays he) is an abridgment of the natural right 
che members of any community have to ſerve 
W << it. It incapacitates them from receiving honours 


n 


ö 


vo. . eo. 7 


* without the leaſt reaſon,” | 
SER” | I would 


« from. the ſociety, as well as doing ſervices to it, 


— —— oo -L ” 
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(16) 


1 would hope, when he conſiders” what I have 


 faid concerning natural rights, and that when men 


are entered into ſociety, and a government is eſta- 


bliſhed, every natural right, that is, every right 


which men can be ſuppoſed to have in a ftate of 
nature, becomes ſubje& to the laws of that ſociety 
and government, excepting that one natural right, 


which every man has, and which he cannot en- 


truſt any other man or body of men with, the 
right of worſhiping God in that way, which he 
thinks moſt acceptable to him. I ſay, I would 
hope, when he ſeriouſly conſiders this, he will not 
talk of „ the natural right the members of. every 
«© community have to ſerve it.” — When it is, I 
think, as demonſtrable as any propoſition in Eu- 


clid, — That men can have no right in any com- 


munity to ſerve it, but what the community thinks 
fit and reaſonable 3 unleſs he will fay, That the 
community is obliged to admit perſons to ſerve 
her, whom ſhe knows to be her avowed enemies. 
1 would hope likewiſe, — That when this writer 
ſeriouſly conſiders the reaſons I have given, why 


Diſſeuters ought to be incapacitated from receiving | 5 


honour or truſt from the ſociety, he will not per- 


reaſon. 


had the ſame rights upon their entering into ſo- 
* ciety?” But does the allowing of this prove, 
— That the ſociety have not a power, if their . n. 
ſafety 


fit in ſaying, that this is done — without the leaſt „ 


It is a ſurpriſing thing to ſee men raiſe a diſ- 
pute about word, as, — ** Whether the members 
« have a natural right to ſerve it?ꝰ The proper WM 
queſtion is, — + Have the members of every com- 

*« munity a right to ſerve it?“ The throwing in 
the word natural, is only to confound and raiſe a 
miſt before the eyes of their readers. Who was 
ever ſo abſurd as to diſpute — + Whether all men 


(7) | 
ſafety and ſelf-defence makes it neceſſary, to cx- 
clude any part of their members from any one of 
thoſe rights? If it does, I defire to know — up- 
on what principle are Papiſts excluded almoſt every 
natural right ? 4 

It is a ſtrange way of reaſoning — © All men 
bad ſuch rights in a ſtate of nature, or upon 
. their entering into ſociety 3 therefore no man 
„can be juſtly depriyed of any of thoſe rights.“ 
x Men may bluſter and raiſe a clamour about — 
natural rights, and the ſurrender of natural rights , 


or if they will ſpeak or write to che purpoſe, 
let chem declare openly and plainly, — Whether 


== what is 


every community has a right and a power to judge 
1 to be done for their own ſafety 


and ſelf-defence? — and, Whether they are not 
FF tlie ſole, proper and abſolute judges in this caſe ? 
== The Papiſts will fay, and do declare — + That 


„ che legiſlature in this nation have no ſuch power,” 


But I am forry to ſee men, who call themſelves 
== Proteftants, join iflue with them in ſuch a way of 


IF reaſoning ; which, if carried to its juſt length, 


XX muſt make the whoſe of what was done, both at 
the Reformation and Revolution, to be unjuſt and 
unlawful, and depriving men of their natural rights, 
as the cant phraſe is, for it deſerves no other 
name. | ; 3 

Tbere is no writer of this or the laſt age, who 
has wrote with greater clearneſs, conſiſtency, and 
ſtrength of reaſon and argument, concerning the 
origin of government, and the natural and civil 
rights of men, as well before as after their enter- 
ing into ſociety, than the incomparable Mr. Locke 
has done, | 25 , 

And the people of this nation have ſuch in- 
finite obligations to that great man, for his invalu- 


able and unanſwerable writings upon every ſubject 
C that 


2 
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* That he borrowed all his notions in religion. 
„from the fame wicked and inconſiſtent writer; 


truth, may be forgiven, if he compares the 
writings of Mr. Locke upon government, with 
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(8). | 
that he treated of, — That I am ſurprized to ſee 
his name and his memory treated as it has been 
of late, by thoſe who ſhould have known better,— 
* That he borrowed all his notions of govern- 
« ment from Hobbes.” 

This is juſt the ſame wild, ſenſeleſs charge, as was 
brought againſt him by ſome bigots in religion, — 


when it muſt be obvious to every man, who has 
read the works of Mr. Locke and Hobbes, — That 
light and darkneſs, truth and falſhood, are not 
more oppoſite to each other, than the writings of 
Mr. Locke, whether in politics, morality or religion, 
are to the writings of Hobbes on the fame fub- 
jects, 

But indeed, when men cannot fee this plain truth, 
Which is as demonſtrable as any propoſition in 
the Mathematics, — © That men, when they en- 
* ter into ſociety, give up the equality, liberty, 
« and executive power, which they had in a ſtate 
« of nature,” — He, that cannot fee this plain 


"IF > 
* " os 
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Hobbess Leviathan. 
If this be a digreſſion from my ſubject, I truſt - 
the reader will pardon it. I could not but 
this ſmall tribute to the memory of that. great man 
Mr. Locke , who was: the honeſteſt, ſincereſt, and 
the wiſeſt man, that this or any other age or na- 
tion can boaſt of. 
And the Diſſenters, above all other men, ought 
to reſpect his memory; who has fixed the 7olera- 
tion granted to them, upon ſuch a ſure and n 
ſoundation, that all the powers of darkneſs and 
fecution will never be able to ſhake it. And if 
he did not defend their wake right, as it is ab- 
& 2 ſurdly 
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(19) 
ſurdly called, to all civil offices, it could proceed 
from no other cauſe than this, — That be well knew, 
it was not to be defended. +4 | 
I have now conſider d the arguments for the 
right of Diſſenters to be admitted into all civil 
offices, as the excluding them from offices 1s an 
infringement of their natural rights ; and that they 
have every qualification requiſite, or neceflary, to en- 
title them to the ſame privileges with the members 
of the National Church. = 
I have ſhewn, — That their excluſion from civil 

offices, is no infringement of liberty in general], 
nor any abridgment of their natural rights z becauſe 
nothing is taken from them, but what men muſt 
be ſuppos'd to have ſubmitted to, upon their en- 
tring into ſociety ; nothing, but what is abſolutely 
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HF neceflary for the defence and ſafety of civil go- 
ruth, vernment in general, and, in particular, of the con- 
n in ſtitution eſtabliſhed in this nation: — That they 


have not the neceſſary qualifications to entitle them 
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erty, to the ſame privileges with the members of the 
ſtate National Church; and that it is the height of ab- 
plain * ſurdity to call the excluſion of Diſſenters from of- 
| = 9 fices in the ſtate, perſecution; becauſe nothing is re- 
W 


XX quired of them, in order to entitle them to every 
FX privilege as Proteſtants and Engliſhmen, but what, 
by their own confeſſion, they might comply with, 
= without any violence offered to their own con- 
= ſciences. | * | 
Upon this iflue, I might ſafely reſt this queſti- 
on, — Whether Diſſenters have a right to be ad- 
2X mitted into all civil offices, or not? 

But ſince great pains have been taken by ſeveral 
writers, to repreſent the Teſt-A# as a grievous of- 
fence, and what ought not to be ſuffered, That 
te the ſacrament ſhould be proſtituted by that A, 


L « by applying it to a purpoſe of ſo very different 
_ ERS C2 | a na- 
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( 20) ib: 
« A nature from the firſt inſtitution and ſolemn 
« appropriation of it?? 

Tho”. this be a conſideration entirely diſtinct Gros 
the right of Diſſenters to be admined into civil 
offices; yet, _ they have too commonly been blen- 
ded t if the excluſion of Diemer from 
civil offices Gould not be deferided, unleſs the 7, 
AF could be juſtified 3 I ſhall give my 
very freely and plainly concerning that A 

It muſt be confeſs'd, — That when the Teft-AF 
was paſgd, it was principally levelled againſt the 
Papiſts, to exclude them from offices in the tate. 
Ard if it be true, — That the excluſion of Papiſts 
ſrom offices in the ſtate, is of abſohite neceſſity 
for the preſervation of the Proteſtant religion, and 
of the Proteſtant ſucceſſion in theſe INS; —— 
If no other certain, abſolute method can be found 
out to do this, - but by requiring, — That all, who 
are admitted into offices, ſhall bring a certificate 
of their having received the holy communion within 
ſuch a limited time. — If this be true; I deſire to 


know of any unprejudiced perſon, — Whether the 


legiſlature is not juſtified in the enacting of this 
law, even tho' it ſhould be morally — — That 
many perſons, who are admitted into offices, will 
not receive the communion with a er Wr 
end of its inſtitution. 

The caſe of requiring an oath of all perſons, 
who are admitted into any office, - is, I think, ex- 
actly Hel. And it may be as well argued, — 
That-becauſe it is morally certain, that many per- 
ſons, who take the oaths to the — will 
not have a due regard to the ſacredneſs of un oth, 
but will- take the firft opportunity to tebel againſt 
that government, which they have ſworn to defend; 


for this reaſon, no oaths of that 3 ought to 
a impoſed or required, 


I know 
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(21), 
I know it is alledged, — That theſe two caſes, 
are not paralle] ; becauſe it cannot be ſaid, that 
this is the proſtitution of an oath, by. applying ic 
to a purpoſe of 2 different nature from what it 
ought to be applied to; which is true, with un 
to the application of the ſacrament. 

But is this any thing more than a mere avibble or 
= -v2/ier ? For, if all perſons, who are admitted 
into offices, did, as they. certainly might, receive 
che boly communion with a due regard to the end 
ot its inſtitution, as well upon their admiſſion into 
an office, as upon any other occaſion ; that is, if 
all perſons who are admitted into civil offices, were 
Conſtant conformiſts to the Church of England, and 
aid conſtantly receive the boly commanion, and did 
ec y hve in the practice of this duty before 
— r admiſſion into any office, — would not this 
2 Te e 7 — That it is a (proſtitution — 
* Jacrumemt to apply: it t 2 purpoſe 

inflation,” 
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„ — nature from ins firſt 
fall to the ground?” 
7 2 * is not the legiſlarure requiring the receiving the 
Ir 7 communion at any one time, or upon any one 
Fe — more than another, that is the proſtitu- 
tion of it; for a good man, who receives it con- 
ſtantly, whether in or owt of office, will 
receive it with a due regard to che end of its in- 
= firution, whether adrnittod into an office, or not: 
IT But che proſtitution. or ation of it conſiſts in 
m, and this alone, — That men do not regard 
che end of its inſtirution, at dhe dm when they re- 
XX cerve it. MY 
If they dad do this, and they certainly mightds 
mis at all times of receiving the ſacrament, —— 
= Where is che proſtitution of the in the 
= Jegiſlature's it to be recaved at any dime, 
$ 2 orcaſion whatſoever ? Or why have 
not 


—— N 


„ „ — 
* 1 . 


bers of the National Church. Upon this ſuppoſi- 


been admitted into an office or not; and all that is 


ſurd, than to aſſert, — That becauſe he brings a 


(22) 
not the leg iſlature the ſame power to require the 
receiv Sf the ſacrament for the ſafety and de- 

new of ihe — as to require the taking of an 
ry for the ſame purpoſe; when there is no 
more certainty, that men will regard the due re- 
ceiving of the ſacrament, than the due taking of Wl 
an oath ? | 1 
To explain this matter a little farther: : As the 
law and the conſtitution now ſtands, it is ſup- 
pogd, and indeed requir'd, — That all perſons, 
who are admitted into civil offices, ſhall be mem- 


tion then, that ſuch perſons are conſtant confor- 
miſts, that is, give their conſtant attendance at the 
publick worſhip, and the adminiſtring of the ho- 
ly communion, What is it that the law and the 
conſtitution requires ? Why, no more than this, 
— That they bring a certificate, that they received 
the ſacrument within ſuch a limited time, that is, 
that they have done what they would have done, 
had — law not required it? 
The perſon, who is admitted into an office, 
is ſuppoſed to have lived in conſtant communion 
with the Eftabliſp'd Church, and to have conſtant- 
ly received the holy communion, whether he bad 


required of him is, to bring a certificate that he 
has done this. And, can any thing be more ab- 


certificate, that he has received the holy communion z 
therefore he did not receive it according to its in- 
ſtitution, in commemoration of the death of Chriſt, 
but in commemoration of his bang admitted! n- 
to an office? 

The Rubrick does not indeed require, but de- 
clares, — ** That it would be convenient, that all 
6 perſons, at the time of their marriage, ſhould 


5 n 


: (23) 8 
. receive the holy communion.” Now, if recei- 
Ving the ſacrameni, at the time of a perſor.'s taking 
an office upon him, can't properly be ſaid to re- 
ceive it in commemoration of the death of Chriſt; 
vut in commemoration of his being promoted to 
ſome employment, becauſe he received the ſacra- 
nent at that particular time and occaſion ; By a pa- 
ity of reaſon, it may, I think, be aſſerted, 
hat, becauſe a perſon receives the ſacrament at 
ye time of his marriage, and upon that particular 
ccaſon; therefore he does not receive it in com- 
remoration of the death of Cbriſt, but in com- 
remoration of his having married a wife. 
This I am ſure; Whoever gives his 
1 Wonſtant attendance to the publick worſhip, 


nd admihiſtring of the holy communion, in the 


i » 
- 


Church of England; and, whilſt he does this, is 
Promoted to ſome office or employment; it is 
ighly abſurd and uncharitable to affirm of ſuch a 


Peerſon, That he received the ſacrament, not in 


* 's 


rommemoration of the death of Chriſt, but in com- 
nmemoration of his being admitted into an office z or 
hat his being admitted into an office once enter'd 
into his thoughts, at the time of his receiving the 
Acrameut; or that he did not receive it with the 
ame devotion, and attention to the end of its in- 


ctitution, at that time, as at all other times. 


Does not the Rubrick require, —— That e 

member of the Church of England ſhall receive 
che holy communion at leaſt three times every year? 
Let us ſuppoſe this Rubrick enforc'd by law: 
Would not this bring many perſons to the com- 


1 munion, 
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attend divine ſervice, or receive the holy comm. 4 I | 3 


call'd a qualification, for his being admitted into A ; 


that office, But, in the other caſe, it is no more 
than ring that a perſon ſhould bring a certi- 
cate of his having done what he would have ___ ©; 
had no ſuch certificate been requird. It is to 
bring a certificate, that be is 4 member of the | \ 
National .Church, which is the only mae f 
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| (24) 
munion, who would not receive it perhaps three 
times in their whole lite, or at leaſt in ſome years ? 
And might it not be faid, That ſuch perſons re- 
ceive it pot with any regard to the end of its infſti- | 
tution ; not in commemoration of the death of 
Chriſt ; but in commemoration that the lau ' 7 
it; and fo avoid the puniſoment, that would be in- 
flicted on them for their negle& in not reviving | * 
K a 9 

For my part I can ſee no difference bw | * 
a perſon's receiving the ſacrament to avoid the pu- A F 
niſhment of the law, more in one caſe, than in ano- 9 by 
ther and it muſt, I think, end in this at laſt 4 
That the law ought in' no caſe to require men xo 


* 


nion, leſt they ſhould not have a due regard to 
the end or inſtitutian of prayer, or of receiving te | 2 
ſacrament. An aſſertion, which, I humbly con- 4 | 
ceive, no man will be fo abſurd as to maintain. 
To conclude this point: The receiving the 8 
— communion is not, properly ſpeaking, — 8 
22 cation for a perſon's being admitted into . 
becauſe it is ſuppoſed, that every mem- 

be of the Church of England does conſtantly re- 
ceive the communion. Were every perſon, who is 
admitted into an office, requir d to do ſome act, 
which he would zo: be for d to have done, 8 
had it not been requir'd of him; it is plain, the 
performing of that ad might very properly be 


requir d for his being admitted into an : office; and 


* 
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not his receiving the . or performing any 
duty as a member of that Church. | 

Indeed, if a Papiſt, or Diſſenter from the National 
Church, receives the ſacrament upon his being ad- 
mitted into an office, with reſpect to them it is a 
qualification ; But it is abſurd to call any a# a 
qualification which a man does, whether it is required 
D + e . 

Thus, I hope, I have cleared the Teſft-Alt from 
that heavy charge brought againſt it, — . That it 
ce is a proſtitution of the holy ſacrament, to a purpoſe 
IF << of a very different nature from what it was at its 
TT << firſt inſtitution appropriated to.” And I ſhould 
be glad that any perſon, who differs from me, 
vould give a ſober anſwer to the reaſons I have here 
leis 


RF There is another ſort of reaſoning which has 
been urged for the admiſſion of Diſſenters into civil 
offices, upon which very great ſtreſs is laid; and 
FE which, if true, is an unanſwerable argument againſt 
RE cheir being excluded from offices. ; 


The ſum of the reaſoning urg'd upon this head, 
is this : — . That the excluſion of Diſſenters from 
offices, on the account of /elf-defence, not only 
F< juſtifies the Papiſts excluſion of Proteſtants, but 
( the bittereſt perſecutions and cruelties exerciſed by 
== << Papifts againſt Proteſtants, as inſtruments of ſelf- 
defence, in all Popiſb countries.” L- | 
—{ Nothing that is done in one ſtate or community, 
aan, ſtrictly and properly ſpeaking, juſtify the do- 
wo ing the ſame in any other ſtate or community, If 
the legiſlature in one country uſurps the power to 
perſecute any perſons, who diſſent from the Natio- 
nal Religion; this does not in the leaſt juſtify any 
other ſtate exerciſing the ſame power or tyranny. 
ac i Whatever is right in it ſelf, whatever is neceſſary 
for the defence and ſecurity of any ſtate, this that 
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fate may do, "whe 
+. The queſtions, that ariſe here, are. Whe 
ther the excluſion of Diſſenters in any ſtate frof 

civil offices be neceſſary to the defence and ſafety 
of that ſtate? And, who ſhall Judge of thĩs nece 

ſity ? To fay, the people are to judge, who have 
delegated all power to the legiſlature, is to diffolve 
all government. — To ſay, that it can never be 
neceſſary to exclude Diſſenters from offices, is do 


* 


judge very peremptorily and raſhly, and what is ab- 
r den 
Ifchen the legiſlature are the ſole and proper judges, 
—— who are f perſons to be admitted into Soil 
offices, and whether it may not be neceffary for 
the defence of the ſtate to _ exclude ſome part of her 
fubjects. from all civil offices: the next queſtion 
that ariſes: is, Whether the legiſlators, ſuppoſing 
they have a right to exclude ſome perſons from 
all civil offices, have not the ſame right, if they 
judge; it neceſſary for the defence of the ſtate, to 
exerciſe the bittereſt cruelties and perſecutions againſt 
thoſe perſons, who diſſent from the National Church? 
And ſurely, no man can heſitate one moment 
to anſwer to this, _— That the legiſlature can have 
no ſuch power, becauſe no ſuch power can be dele- 

ated to them by the people. 

The truth is: The legiſlature in this nation have 
a power of judging, what perſons are qualified to 
be admitted into civil offices; becauſe this power 


might and muſt be ſuppoſed to be lodged in de 
E, 


legiſlature by the people, at the time of men's en- 


tering into ſociety. But, as the people cannot be 
8 * 
del could lodge 


ſuppyſed to have lodged, nor in 
any. ſuch power in the legiſlature, as to compel 


them by the bittereſt cruelties and perſecutions to 


coaform to the National Religion, againſt their own 
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ther other Rates practiſe the fare 
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conſciences z ſo no. pretence of ſafety ar defence, of 
the ſtate can juſtify the legiſlature in this nation, 


her exerciſing any ſuch. cruelties or perſecution againſt 
frof thoſe who diſſent from the National Church. 
way And if the excluding Diſſænters from civil offices 
Nece in this nation, cannot juſtify the legiſlature in exer- 
have ciſing any acts of cruelty, to compel Diſſenters to 
ſſolve conform to the National Religion, even ſuppoſing 
er. be the National Religion to be the only true Reli- 
is to on; —— Is it not a ſtrange way of reaſoning to al- 
is ab- Th That the excluding Diſſenters from offices 
NE in this nation juſtifies all the bittereſt perſecutions 
adges, of Papiſts againſt Proteſtants in all Popiſb countries? 
| Geil f it cannot juſtify any ſuch cruelties in this nation, 


ry for 2 much leſs can it be faid to juſtify them in any 
eftion 8 What muſt have led perſons into this extrava- 


poſing I. gant way of reaſoning mult be this: — „ That 
from every the leaſt degree of perſecution juſtifies the 
f they exerciſe even of the greateſt; which is very 
e, to true, but not in the leaſt applicable to the preſent 
gat J cale ; unleſs it can be proved, That the excluſion 
urch? of Diſſenters from offices is perſecution, which is 
oment demonſtrably falſe; for perſecution is nothing but 
n have the exerciſe of a power or tyranny, which cannot be 
e dele- 8 /270/ed to be given by the people, at the time 
% of their entering into ſociety, nor indeed could be 
1 have given by them to the perſons, in whom it was agreed 
fied to 9 the legiſlature, or power of making laws, ſhould 
power be lodged. | | 
All arguments drawn from what other nations 
may do, are by no means an abſolute guide 


what ought to be done in this nation, We are not 
to. neglect uſing the neceſſary means for our own 
ſafety and defence, becauſe other nations may make 
uſe of the very ſame means to enſlave all or any 


part of their ſubjects. 
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(28) | 

Mr. Locke, in his Letters concerning Toleration, 
has argued againſt the uſe of force, in matters of 
religion, in this nation, from the ſame being exer- 
cis d by Papiſts againſt Proteſtants in all Popiſß 
countries, — That true religion will be very far 
«« from being a gainer by applying any penalties 
& or force to compel Diſſenters to conform to the 
« EftabliſÞ'd Church in this nation; becauſe in 
«© other nations, where the true Religion is not the 
« National Religion, the ſame force will be applied, 
and that juſtly upon the ſame principles, to com- 
«« pel Diſſenters there to conform to the National 
«© Church.“ | | 

But he was not ſo weak as to argue, — That be- 
cauſe force, which is in it ſelf unlawful, ought not 
to be applied to defend and maintain the National 
Religion in any country, even tho? the true religion 
was the Eſtabliſt'd Religion of that country; be- 
cauſe this would juſtify the applying of force in 


all Popiſh' countries: therefore, no other means, 


which the legiſlature might juſtly apply for the ne- 
ceſſary defence and ſecurity of the National Religion, 
. it to be the true Religion, ought to be 
made uſe of; becauſe the legiſlature in Popiſh coun- 


| tries would take the ſame methods to defend and 


maintain the Popiſh Religion in thoſe countries. 

And' yet how many writers have very weakly 
and very inconſiſtently argued, — That 20 laws 
< ought to be enacted for the ſafety and defence of 
<« the conſtitution in this nation, even ſuppoſing 
& the legiſlature have a power to enact ſuch laws; 
ce becauſe the enacting the /ame laws in Popiſb 
& countries, will neceſſarily tend to maintain and 
<c propagate Popery and ſlavery in thoſe coun- 
cc tries,” 


And this is very abſurdly made an argument, 


not only againſt excluding Diſſenters from civil 


offices 
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(29) 
offices in this nation, but even 
ng of a National Church. | % 
The ſcheme, which theſe men would have put in 
Practice in this nation, is, — ** To throw down all 
« boundaries, and that all men, who rank them- 
cſelves under the denomination of Proteſtants, 
mould enjoy the ſame privileges; and then, ſay 
Whey, — << True Religion and impartial Liberty will 
abound.” | 
If none are friends to Liberty, but ſuch, as will 
4 ome into this wild ſcheme ;, then I freely own, — 
at I neither am, nor deſire to be thought a friend 
liberty upon ſuch principles. | 
But if true Liberty conſiſts (as it moſt certainly 
os, and as I truſt I have fully and clearly de- 
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pon their entering into ſociety; — upon this prin- 


- 
=. 
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ple, no man is more a friend to Liberty, than 


Be | 


am. 
== True Religion and true Liberty, can only be main- 
in' d and preſerv'd by proper eſtabliſoments. Take 
way theſe, and the certain conſequences are anar- 
ey and confuſion. 


x4 
? 
. 
8 
4. 
*. 
* 
. 
. 
1 


* pas - 
£8 4 
1 


againſt the eſtabliſh- 


Ponſtrated in theſe papers) in the full enjoyment 
f every right or privilege, which men could claim 


PE IO IR 
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The CoNCLUSION. 
Wo Y zeal for the Proteſtant cauſe, and for 


mily upon the throne of their anceſtors, 


the preſervation of the 12 8 Royal Fa- 9 4 


have drawn this from me; and not the + 


leaſt hatred or ill- will towards the Diſſenters. For 4 * 


J can ſpeak it with all the regard to truth, 


That I am a friend to Proteſtants of all denomi- i 


nations, and an enemy to every ſort and degree of ä 


perſecution. 
And God forbid, that the Church of England, 


which is the glory of the Reformation, and the 4 ] 1 


greateſt ſtrength and ſupport of it, ſhould ever 


bring that blot upon her, ſhould ever act ſo con- 
tradictory to the very principles and — | 4% 
upon which ſhe ſeparated from the church of Rome, 


.% 


upon which ſhe is built, and upon which alone ſhe 


can ſtand ſecure, — God forbid, I ſay, That ſhe 1 
ſhould ever lie under that reproach, as to be juſtly 
charged with perſecuting any of her difſentins 


brethren. 


Theſe times have been! and oh! that a veil had 1 
been drawn over them, that they might never more | 


me remembred againſt · her. 
It is the glory and the felicity of his Majeſty's reign, 


and will be of hoſe who · are to ſucceed him, — 4 


That the Diſſenters have nothing of this to fear 
any more. Let me then prevail with them to ac- 
quieſce and be content with their preſent condi- 


tions. Sure I am, their forefathers ask d no more; 


they 
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" gmey were ſatisfied they had a right to aſk no more, 
chan to worſbip God in their own way, and: to 
= :4ucate their children in the ſame principles. Was 
there ever a time, in which they enjoyed this glo- 
rious privilege in a fuller extent, or that they had 
/ reaſon to apprehend their being depriv*d of it? 
Can any among them be ſo fond of a little 


ower, or honour, or profit, as to deſire it at the 


id for 
al Fa- 
eſtors, i 
ot the the gratifying of any little ſelf-intereſts ? 

For 1s there a man, who is an enemy to his country, 
| pat does not ardently wiſh to ſee this unhappy diſ- 
nomi- ute reviv'd, to ſee the legiſlature involy'd in this 
ree of Perplexity of having a petition for the repeal of 


ay, — What may be the confequences of it; — Or 
ad the low much it may divide a people, who are too much 
| ever divided already ? . 

con- 
dation, 
ne ſne 
at ſhe 
> juſtly 
ſenting 
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e 720-47 laid before them? Can any man 
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Poe&TSCRIPT. 


HAVE reſerv'd it to be diſtinctly conſt- 
Z 1 &6 der'd by itſelf, how far, it is conſiſtent 
=SH with truth, and with the Penal Laws in 
1 denying Papiſts the free exerciſe of their 
religion, that moſt extraordinary doctrine, which 
is laid down by the advocates for the right of 
Diſſenters to be admitted into all civil offices, viz, 
« That Papiſts ought not to be excluded from 
« civil offices, merely on the account of their re- 


« [:810x ; but as they are open avow'd enemies to 


<« the civil government, as now ſettled in theſe 
« kingdoms; ” and what could be the reaſons to 
induce theſe F/riters to advance. ſo ſtrange a doc- 
trine. | 

The neceſſary conſequences of this doctrine are — 
c That Papiſts are not enemies to the civil n- 
& ment, merely on the account of: their religion.“ 
And, © That none, but ſuch as are enemies to the 
& civil government, ought to be excluded from 
« civil offices.” {of 

In order to prove, . That Papiſts are not ene- 
„ mies to the civil government, as now ſettled in 


this nation, merely on the account of their reli- 


« gion z” I ſuppoſe it will be ſaid, — That they 
are enemies to the civil government, as denying 
any allegiance to be due to the preſent govern- 
e ment, and profeſſing themſelves the ſubjects of a 
« Popiſh Pretender.“ | | 


* 


It 


R is very true, they are enemies to the civil go- 
vernment on this account, and in the fame ſenſe, as 
„ mee De Profounced enemies" to the 
Yo Agora ws adder Kh 4 
- But, put the Pretender quite out of the caſe: Are 
not Papiſts the moſt dangerous and avow'd enemies 
to the Civil government, as now ſettled in the Pro- 
teſtant Line, merely on the account of their religion? 
Does not their religion abſolutely require it of them, 
on pain of "damnation; — That they uſe their utmoſt 
endeavours to extirpate the Government and, Religion 
of this nation, pufely as the Proteſtant Religion is 
the National Religion, and as the Civil Government is 
now ſettled in the'Proteftant Linz? © 
But if Papiſts are not enemies to the civil govern- 
ment, merely on the account of their religion, how 
ate the Penal Laws againſt theni to be juſtified in 
denying chem the free exerciſe of their religion? 
: Theſe Writers will hardly fay, — © That the Le- 
<<: giflature'is juſtified in denying Papiſts the free 
<c exerciſe of their religion, as they profeſs a fal/e 
<« religion.“ And yet, if Papiſts are not denied a 
Toleration, becauſe their very religion makes them 
enemies to the civil government, it can be upon no 
other account, than that they profeſs a falſe reli- 
Sion. | e 3 
But, I believe, no man, who knows any thing of 
the tenets and dottrines of the Church of Rome, ever 
doubted, — That the Papiſts are denied the free ex- 
erciſe of their religion, as they are enemies to the 
civil government, merely on the account of their re- 
ligion. And if they are enemies to the civil go- 
vernment, merely on the account of their reli- 
gion; It is an expreſs oontradiction in theſe Writers 
to affirm, — © That they ought not to be excluded 
© from civil offices, merely on the account of their 
religion.“ And, That they ought to be. ex- 
| E e cluded 
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e cluded from civil offices, as they are enemies to 
« the civil government. - 

If chis be true, it may ſeem ſtrange at gelt view, 
- what could induce theſe writers to advance a doc- 
trine, that neceſſarily involves chemſelves 1 in a ma- 
nifeſt contradiction. 

But this is eaſily to be accounted for, if we carry 
in our minds what it is they are labouring to prove, 
viz, © That Di enters ought not to be excluded 
& from civil offices.” In order to which, they 
would confine the argument to this one ſingle point— 
& Whether any perſons ought to be excluded from 
& civil offices, but ſuch as are immediately and di- 
e rettly enemies to the civil government, that is, 
<< enemies in their civil capacity, or upon a civil ol 
te count only?” 

Whereas the true ſtate of the queſtion before us, 
both with reſpect to Papiſts and 3 is the 
ſame, and is plainly this: — Whether every ſect 
« or party, who ſeparate themſelves from the Na- 
« tional Religion, are not enemies to that religion, 
« in a greater or a leſs degree; and conſequently, 
« as the religious part of the conſtitution of this 
« kingdom is fo ſtrictly interwoyen with the civil 

«« part, that the one cannot ſubſiſt and be preſerved 
« without the other ; ſo whoſoever is an enemy to 
* the one, muſt be an enemy to the other ?” + 

If theſe advocates for the Diſſenters could induce 
their readers to believe — ! That Papiſts ought not 
© to be excluded from civil offices, merely on 
&« account of their religion; becauſe — are not 
« enemies to the civil government, merely on the 
& account of their religion,” It muſt, they think, 
be thought an extreme hardſhip to exclude Diſſen- 
ters from civil offices, merely on the account of their 
religion ; or to pronounce them enemies to the civil 


govern · 


6381 
government, merely on the account of their religion. 
And fo indeed it would be. BY 

And, by thefe arts, they would repreſent and 
make all capacity and incapacity for civil offices to 
depend entirely upon affection or diſaffe#ion to the 
civil government, as now ſettled in theſe king- 
doms. | 7 
But was ever any writer on the other ſide ſo ab- 
ſurd as to aſſert, —< That Diffenters ought to be 
« excluded from civil offices on account of their 
«c eee to the civil government ? ” 

o certainly, The incapacity of Diſſenters pro- 
ceeds from hence, — That, by their ſeparation from 
the National Church, they-are enemies to the religi- 
ous part of the conſtitution, and by neceſſary con- 
ſequence to the civil part of it. 

Hence we ſee what palpable falſnood and contra- 
diftion theſe advocates for the Diſſenters chooſe to 
maintain, rather than acknowledge any incapacity 
in Diſſenters for holding of civil offices. For I de- 
fy any man to prove, — That the legiſlature in this 
nation are juſtified in denying Papiſts the free exer- 
ciſe of their religion, upon any other principle than 
this, ---- That they are enemies to the civil govern- 
ment, merely on the account of their religion. 

Or, ---- That it is not an expreſs contradiction to 
aſſert, ---- That Papiſts ought to be excluded from 
civil offices, as they àre open avow'd enemies to the 
civil government. And, That they ought not to 
be excluded from civil offices, merely on the account 
of their religion, when it js demonſtrable, that they 
are enemies to tlie civil government, merely on the 
account of their religion. 18 

Upon the whole, it is ſurprizing to hear the ad- 
vocates for Diſſenters being admitted into civil offi- 
ces ask ſuch queſtions as theſe : ---- What? De- 
prive men of their natural rights? Perſecute 
8 « men 
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e men, merely on the account of their difference in 


a religion ? Exerciſe a power or tyranny, which. 
«« will juſtify the exerciſe not only of the ſame un- 


4e Juſt | power in all Popiſh countries, but even the 


e bittereſt cruelties and perſecutions?“ 

When it is certain, and ſelf-evident, from the 
laws made in ſeveral caſes, in this kingdom, --- That, 
the legiſlature do exerciſe this power of depriving the 
ſubject of his natural ri -bts, as they are called. To 
give but one inſtance : Have not all men a natural 
right to repreſent their country in Parliament? And 


have not the Jaws limited this right to ſuch perſons 
only, as are poſſeſsd of eſtates of ſuch a determin'd. 


value ? 


When it is certain, no man, not even Papiſs 
themſelves, ſuffer any thing, or are excluded 


any privilege, merely on the account of their reli- 
gion 3 that is, as profeſſing a falſe religion; but 
as every ſect or party in religion, who ſepa- 
rate from the National. Chut ch, are, on the ac- 
count of that ſeparation, in a greater or leſs de- 


gree enemies to the civil government. 


And when, in the laſt place, it is certain and 
demonſtrable, — That if it be a juſt way of rea - 
foning, that the excluſion of Diſſenters from civil 


offices in this nation, will juſtify not only the ſame 


treatment of Proteſtants in all Popiſb countries, but 


even the ſevereſt cruelties and perſecutions of Pa- 
piſts againſt Proteſtants : — This way of reaſon- 


ing concludes much more ſtrongly againſt denying, 
Papiſts the free exerciſe of their religion; which 
vet thele writers plead for, as abſolutely neceſlary 


for our own ſafely and „elf. defence. 


Thus do thei: advocates tor the Diſſenters com- 
Wain of incon/i ylency and contradiction in the rea- 


loning of their adver/aries , whei it is demoniſtrable, 


they 
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Pafety and defence of the ſtate, 
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they are the perſons that juſtly incur that cen-. 
fare. .--. ry | 7/9 
For if /af-deſence be in one inſtance, with te- 
gard to Papiſts, a juſt principle and motive for 
the legiſlature to act upon; and the legiſlature 
are the only proper and abſolute judge in this caſe 2 
it is demonſtrably the ſame in all other caſes, and 
with regard to any other body of men, | 

1 ſhall make but one obſervation more, which 
ſhall be this: — That whereas, in the foregoing: 
papers, I have confin'd my argument for the rea- 
ſonableneſs and equity in excluding Diſſenters from 
civil offices, to that ſingle point of their being ene- 
mies to the religious part of our conſtitution, and 
by neceſſary conſequence to the civil part of it: 
It is certain, there are prudential reaſons in this caſe, 
as well as in many others, which muſt and ought 
to determine the legiſlature in making laws for the 


And if, in this caſe of excluding Diſſenters from 
civil offices, it ſhall be found to be true and un- 
deniable, — That the nation in general will be 
greatly diſſatisfied at the repeal of the Teſt-4f, 
and the admitting Diſſenters into civil offices. 
This alone is a juſt and ſufficient reaſon to deter- 
mine the legiſlature, That theſe things ought 
not to be done. * | 

And whoever denies, — That, the repeal of 
the Teſt-Act, or the admitting Diſſenters into ei- 
vil offices, will not occaſion a general diſſatis faction: 
— Or that there is any one point, in which both 
Whigs and Tories (if I may uſe that diſtinction) are 
more united and agree ; — That man muſt be very 
little converſant in the world. | 

Upon this, and every other conſideration, the 
Diſſenters cannot better expreſs their real and hearty 
affection to the preſent eſtabliſbment, than in pre- 
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( | 
and welfare of their country to 
any ſelf-intereſt, . or advantage, or privilege, or 
birth-right == call it by what name ſoever they 

fe. | 
Nerd, F ſolemnly declare, is what I would chear- 


fully and contentedly ſubmit to, were I in their 


circumſtances and ſituation. I have no intereſt to 
ſerve by that part, which I have here acted to- 
wards the body of Diſſenters. And ſhould' nothing 
that I have ſaid prevail with them to lay aſide the 
thoughts of applying to Parliament, — As my 
conſcience will oblige me, unleſs I am fatisfied that 
I am in an error, to give my vofe againſt their 
Petition being complied with; — fo I can lay my 
hand upon my heart, and ſay — That I have done 
unto them, as I would the lepiſlature, in the like 
circumſtances, ſhould have done unto me. 


